This study looked at the top ranking journals from each of 6 dental disciplines and extracted all the randomised controlled trials (RCTs) from each in their last 24 issues. They then assessed the trial reports according to a modified CONSORT checklist. The CONSORT statement is a reporting guideline for researchers conducting RCTs, which may also serve as a means for a reader to critically appraise a report. 1, 2 The title of this paper demonstrates a flaw in this study as CONSORT is not a means to measure the quality of a trial, though this may, arguably, be reflected in the attention paid to its reporting. 3 The authors used a scoring system, but this has not been validated as far as I can see and there is now unease about using scoring systems when assessing quality of studies. 4 It seems logical that we should be circumspect about using them in reports of studies too. Only 50% of the 95 RCTs adequately reported a sample size calculation. Even though it has been argued that an underpowered study otherwise conducted with methodological rigour is better than no study at all, (as it can be combined with other studies at low risk of bias in a meta-analysis), 5 the process of calculating an appropriate sample size -even with inaccurate estimates of effect size -makes scientific and ethical sense 1 since it would seem to be more likely to produce a statistically significant result than if no calculation were done at all.

